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Dear Mr. Jones,

Smithfield Irrigation Company ("Smithfield Irrigation"), by and through its undersigned

counsel. hereby submits this Request for Reconsideration on the .lune 14,2071 Summit Creek

Distribution Order of the State Engineer ("Distribution Order"). This Request for

Reconsideration is authorized by Utah Code Ann. $ 63G-4-302 and is timely filed on or before

July 5, 2011.

Smithfield Irrigation ComPanY

Smithfield Irrigation provides secondary water to many residents of Smithfield City and

irrigation water to farmers in the Smithfield area. Smithfield Irrigation is the owner of Water

night No. 25-6109 and associated change applications, under which Smithfield Irrigation is

entitled to divert 33.5 cfs from Summit Creek. This water right has a priority of 1860, which is

prior to any other water right on Summit Creek. Because the flow of Summit Creek generally

ialls below 33.5 cfs during the summer months. Smithfield Irrigation is usually the only w.ater

right owner that is permitted to divert from Summit Creek during much of the irrigation season.

Tf,is wate. right is Smithfield Irrigation's primary water right used to supply water to

shareholders: accordingly, Smithfield Irrigation has a strong interest in protecting the water in

Summit Creek. Smltnfreta Irrigation is active in the Summit Creek Distribution System and

Committee.

Hyde Park CitY Exchange

In 1979, Hyde Park City ("Hyde Park") filed Exchange Application No. 1428, Water

Right No. 25-9351 ("Exchange"), under which Hyde Park sought to divert 1.0 cfs from springs

trifutary to Birch Creek, which is tributary to Summit Creek. In exchange, Hyde Park proposed

to deliver 1.0 cfs of water through the Logan, Hyde Park and Smithfield Canal into Summit

Creek. The Exchange was protested by Smithfield Irrigation and other water users.
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In a Memorandum Decision dated January 74, 1980. the State Engineer approved the

Exchange. (A copy of the Memorandum Decision is attached as Exhibit A.) Condition 4 of the

Memorandum Decision was that "[t]he overflow from Hyde Park's new reservoir, if any, will be

discharged into the Logan, Hyde Park and Smithfield Canal to flow on through the exchange

point and into Summit Creek so that the extra water diverted will not be lost to that hydrologic

system."

In March 1980, Smithfield Irrigation appealed the Memorandum Decision by filing a
Complaint in the district court. Thereafter, tl-re parties engaged in negotiations to resolve the

matter. The case was settled pursuant to a settlement agreement dated November 24, 1981

(..Agreement"). (A copy of the Agreement is attached as Exhibit B.) The Agreement permitted

Uyd-e fart to take the i.0 cfs from the Birch Creek springs, but also contained some negotiated

conditions to protect Smithfield Irrigation and its shareholders. Paragraph 5 of the Agreement

provides:

Whenever Hyde Park City is not using the 1.0 cfs of water from

Birch creek, (meaning the Hyde Park city reservoir is

overflowing), all water overflowing from the upper Hyde Park City

reservoir shall be diverted toward the Logan, Hyde Park and

Smithfield Canal as part of the exchange, even if the overflow

water is in excess of the amount of water in this exchange (1.0 cfs).

and shall be delivered from the canal and by the Canal Company to

the Smithfield Irrigation company and its members and

shareholders.

The Agreement was signed by Smithfield Irrigation and Hyde Park, and was approved by the

State E-ngineer. Pursuunt to the Agreement. the court case was dismissed. (A copy of the Order

of Dismissal is attached as Exhibit c.) The State Engineer's office acknowledged that it was

bound by the terms of the Agreement. (See Memorandum attached as Exhibit D')

Distribution Order

In 2010, the Northem Regional Office determined that changed circumstances

necessitated a revised distribution order for Summit Creek. Primarl' among these changed

circumstances was the failure of the Logan and Northern Canal in the sumlner of 2009. Near the

end of 2010, the Northern Regional Office circulated a draft of the revised distribution order to

members of the Summit Creei Distribution System. Smithfield Irrigation submitted comments

to the Northern Regional Office regarding the draft distribution order' At the Summit Creek

Distribution Systemleeting in January zott. the Northern Regional office distributed a second

draft of the distribution order.

On June 14,2}ll. the Distribution Order was issued. The Distribution Order differed

greatly from the earlier drafts that members of the Summit Creek Distribution System had

reviewed and commented on, including the addition of frve conditions. Condition 3 provides:
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"This Order rescinds condition 4 of the Memorandum Decision on Exchange number 1428 filed
by Hyde Park City dated January 14, 1980, regarding the overflow from Hyde Park's reservoir.

Hyde Park may return its overflow into Birch Creek and be credited for a deduction if it is

measured."

Smithfield Inigation feels that the Distribution Order generally does a good job of
providing guidance to the Distribution System members and Creek Commissioner. But

Condition 3 is improper and should be removed from the Distribution Order. The State Engineer

has no authority to override and eliminate an essential term of a settlement agreement, especially

via a distribution order. The State Engineer was a signatory to the Agreement, and neither State

Engineer nor Hyde Park can unilaterally modify the terms of the Agreement without the consent

of Smithfield Irrigation. See, e.g., Richard Barton Enters. v. Tsern,928 P.2d 368,373 (Utah

1996) (holding that a modification of an agreement requires a meeting of the minds of the

parties); ,ru ilro 17A Am Jur 2d Contracts $ 507 (stating that an existing contract can be

modified only by mutual assent). Smithfield Irrigation agreed to dismiss its lawsuit based on the

Agreement and the parties' promise to abide by its terms. Condition 3 strips Smithfield

Iriigation of its bargained-for rights under the Agreement by removing a key term of the

Agr-eement. If circumstances have changed with respect to Hyde Park's water system, as alleged

by- the State Engineer. then the State Engineer and/or Hyde Park can approach Smithfield

Iirigation about negotiating new terms. The State Engineer cannot, however, make a unilateral,

material change to the Agreement.

Conclusion

For the reasons discussed herein, Smithfield Irrigation respectfully requests that this

Request for Reconsideration be granted and that the Distribution Order be amended to delete

Condition 3.

If further information would be helpful, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Respectfully submitted this 5th day of July,20ll.

it hfi eld Ir r i gat i o n C omP a nY

Cc: Jeff Gittins, President, Smithfield Irrigation Company

Bruce Jorgensen, Hyde Park City Attorney
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BEFORE THE STATE ENGINEER OF THE STATE OF UTAH

IN THE MATTER OF EXCTIANGE )
)

APPLICATION NUMBER 1428 (25 Area) )

ME}IORANDUM DECISION

Exchange Applicatj-on Number L428 (25 Area) filed by ttyde Park City,
Hyde Park, Utah seeks the right to exchange a maximum of one (I)
cfs of water obtained from shares ln the Logan Northfield lrri-
gation Company evid,enced in the Kinball Decree Awards #222 abcd.
The applicant proposes to transport one (f) cfs of water from
April l to October 31 eactr" year in the Logan Hyde Park Smithfield
Cana1 and inject it into Sununit Creek at a point South 670 feet
and East 500 feet f,rom the Northwest Corner, Section 26, TI3N'
RlE, SLBIM. In exchange for the water ilel-ivered above, the
applicant will divert one (1) cfs from April, I to October 3I
from the Hyde Park Springs at a point South 1500 feet and East 2100
feet from the Northwest Corner, Section 22' T13N' R2E, sLB&!l, to
be used within the corporate limits of Hyde Park City. The appli-
cation was advertised in the Herald Journal beginning llay 3, L979
and ending ltay 17, L979 and subsequentS.y was protested by the Smith-
field North Bench Irrigation Company, Don Meikle' James L. Shupe,
Dorip R. RoskeJ.ley, Robert O. Cronquist, Smithfield lrrigation
Companyr Cache Va1ley Chinchilla Corporation and Later by Srnithfield
City.
A hearing vras heLd in Logan, Utah on August 16 | L979. Counsel for
the appJ.icant stated they had acquired 55 shares in the T,ogan
morthiiel-d Irrigation Company and supplied an affidavit signed by
the president of the Logan Hyde Park and Smithfield Canal saying
that they would transpoit Hyde Parkrs shares to the injection point
in Sururit Creek. IIe also stated that they had two agreements
dated L9L2 and, 1935 whieh allowthem trrresently to divert 0.5 sfs
of water from Hyde Park Springs. They are seeking an additional
one (1) cfs to supply municipal expansion, and they had already
contracted. to buil-d more storage and to upgrade the distribution
system.

Thad Erickson for Cache Val1ey Chinchilla Corporation stated that
Summit Creek is fully appropriated through the winter, and that
one (1) cfs diversion would interfere with their fish culture
rights on Summit Creek. Dale Nielson for the Smithfield Irrigation
Cornpany stated that the upper canal (Logan, Hyde Park and Srnj-th-
fiefa Canal) could, not cariy tne water. They were decreed L20
cfs but could only divert between 75 cfs and, 85 cfs because of
capacity constraints. He also stated that he did not believe
ttrit one (1) cfs would, satisfy Hyde Park's municipal expansion
problems and that they may as well drill a well no$t. Cleon
bhambers, LeGrande Shupe lnd Oon Meikle stated that they have high
water rights on Birch Creek, to which the Hyde Park Springs are
tributary, and. that a one (1) cfs diversion would be that much
less water that would be available to supply their rights. Robert
Cronquist and LeGrande Shupe stated that, they have stockwatering
righis on Birch Creek between the Hyde Park Sprinqs and the point
of injection of the exchange water. Birch Creek dries up at tlqtel

atrt^Fl\/trnq1_r rf I lf l-l-r
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MEITORANDUM DECISION'
EXCIIANGE APPLICATION
NII!4BER L428 (25 Area)
Page-2-
during the year, and a one (1) cfs diversion would make it dry

"p-Lftit 
moc-h sooner. Don l{eikle and Art Peterson for the SMith-

field North gencn Irrigation Company stated that they have filed a

water savings "ppfi."tion 
to seai gLrch Creek and to appropriate

the saved water from slrlmit creek by exchan99. - They believed the
sealing had been successful; howevlr, they, had not-measured the
water to sufficiently Prove how much they had saved' smithfield
city diit not $F;;-at the hearing, but- submitted a written pro-
resr on Augusi'Zi:Ig7g. They stiied.tlrlt they are a I'arge share

holder in the Logan, Hyde pari and SmithfieLd Canal and that
they do not u"ri6v"'an'addiiionar otte (r) cfs would ever reach
Sumrnit Creek. Also, they siated that they are expecting additional
housing growth ""-iir" 

soirth"ast bench, and the water in Birch
Creek toifa be ideal to suPply water' to this area'

The state nngineer is a$rare of the seepage probl-ems on Birch creek

and is atso aware of the fate-aaiea priolity rights-oT Birch
Creek between the 1{yde parr-ipii"g" lnd the-point of injection' In
searching eight years of recoids to s"e '"h"tt 

the late dated priority
rights would Ue iut off, he finds that it would occur between

June toth and July 15th, uut-is"iriv a"Ting the- third. or fourth
week of June. He believes trtii-irt"ie ditcfies shou]-d be cut off
because of l-ate-dated priorities and not because of lack of supply

in Birch creek. The one (tt-;i; of diversion by Hyde.Park shoulil

make no difference to the ttigh-*.ler right useri on Birch Creek'

The state Engineer believes that it shouLd not matter whether

the uppet ""rrJi-ti"gi", 
gyde-pirf and Smithfield Canal) can trans-

port all of il; .i;;eea rights fron.+ogan River- lrut rather whether

it can deliver the additioti"f-o""-tfl 6fs to the end of the canaL'

To determine thisr the State-ungineer measured and rated a flume

at the del-ivery point and inst.itea a recorder to gain a continuous

record of the waler defiveiee-;a the exchi"g" poinl under existing
exchanges. At no time during the measured period was there
insufficieint water to "opii;;ii;;;al"s 

6xchanses p;I'us the one (1)

cfs sought in this exctrangl ipptication'

The state nngineer believes that this exchang:e wiLl -not 
interfere

with the rigfil ot Thad, ericxs;nr dba, cache va1-1ey Chinchilla
Corporation, 

-since it r""fI"""IV ;; exchange water during the summer'

Hyde park has separatg apptications to appiopriate water fron the

Hyde park springs during rh;-;i;ier nontirs, lrior to the appli-
cations of the fish farm. 

-The 
State_-Engineer does not believe

' that the exchange wilL frinaer the efforls of the Smithfield North

Bench comPany, ' since the sealed and treated area is below the

Hyde Park sprinss. AnY-".;;;;; itt-tni"-Par! of Birch-9:t?I nisht
still n" .""ornpiisrrea it *ea"irements can show the water rs
actuallY being saved.

Fltrt^'.tr1\/FD51 f,' ' r.' l v l-r
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MEI'{ORANDUM DECIS I1,.,'-.
EXCHAI{GE APPLICATI
NUMBER L428 (25 Area)
Page-3-
The State Engineer does not believe that this exchange will injure
any of the rights of Smithfield City. Their irrigation shares
will be suppled at the injection point as stated above, and there
are numerous other springs in Birch Canyon that night be captured
by the city if they can appropriate them without injuring existing
rights. Late-d.ated priority appropriations wiLl not be feasible
for municipal use, since they could. only be used when Birch Creekj-s sufficient,l-y d.ry that water would not otherwise reach the mouth
of the canyon.

The State Engineer does believe, however, that Hyde Park City must
honor prior stockwatering rights between Hyile Park Springs and Logan,
Hyde Park and Smithfield Canal. During most years there are
enough lower springs to supply existing stockwatering
rights; however, if Birch Creek or the lower springs become
sufficiently dry that there is not enough water for stock-
watering, Hyde Park will have to supply enough water to honor
the stockwatering rights by what ever means it, chooses. Perhaps
stock troughs and hydrants would be sufficient.
The State Engineer believes this exchange application can be
approvedi however, the appJ-icant must comply with the following
conditions:

1. fhey sha1I honor all stockwatering rights
below Hyde Park Springs and, above Loganr
Hyde Park and Smithfield Canal.

2. They shaIl instaLl a measuring device ap-
proved by the State Engineer at or near
the point of injection into Sumnit Creek.

3, A continuous recording device will be
install-ed and maintained on the measuring
device to insure that at all times a
proper exchange is being accomplished.

4. The overflow from Hyde Parkrs new res-
ervoir, if drry, wilL be discharged into
the Logan, Hyde Park and SmithfieLd Canal
to flow on through the exchange point and
into Summit Creek so that the extra water
diverted will not be lost to that hydro-
logic system.

The State Engineer suggests that llyde Park City enter into an
agreement with Smithfield City to maintain and operate the
measuring device and recorder since smithfield City's pending
exchange application might be approved with the same eondit,ions.
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MEMORANDUM DECISION
EXCHANGE APPLICATION
NUIqBER 1428 (25 Area)
Page-4-
The following formula will be used in determining what flow
is to be injected into sunmit creek except at time when the
Logan, Ilyde Park and Smithfield Canal Company we|l is- being
pufrpea iirto Sursnit Creek to honor exchanges and its share
hold,ers:

Forty-six shares that smithfield Irrigation cornpany
ovrns in the upper canal plus 109 shares that smith-
field exchangli for cuLinary water, totaling 7'9t
of the upper canal at all times will be clelivered.
If Snithfield City is letting the Smithfield lrri-
gation Company rent its excesses or ,.dry Lot'' water'
in add.itioiral- I12 shares or 5.7t of the uPPer canal
willbedelivered.Ifthemeasuringdeviceisup-
canal from the smithfield golf course or if smith-
field City is not irrigating th9 golf course or
cenetary in aclditional L53.24 shares or 7.9* of the
upPer canal will- be delivered; plus 55 shares of the
II80 sn"ies that Hyde Park owns in the Logan North-
fj.e1d Canal, or an additional 4'7* of the total
divertable itor available to the Logan Northfield
Irrigation Company will be delivered'

with these conditions clearly understood, the state Engineer
believes that the exchange aiplication can be approved.

It is, therefore, oRDERED, and Exchange application.Number L428

tiS ai"") is treritry APPROyED, subject to Prior rights and

the conditions as stated aboYe'

This decision is subject to the provisions of Section 73-3-L4'
utah code Annotated, 1953, which provides for plelrary.review by

itt. tiring or-i-.ivir action in the appropriate district court
within siity days from the date hereof'

Dated this 14th day of January, l9B0'

DCHIRMT/Pnh
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IUEIqORANDUM DECISTON
EXCHANGE APPLICATTON
NUMBER L42B (25 Area)Page-5-
Itlailed a copy of the foregoingof ,January, l9g0 to:
HYDE PARK CITY
Hyde Park
Utah. 84318

Mr. Don Hansen
SMITHFTEI,D CITY CORP.Snithfield, UT 84335

Mrs Don T. lteikle
SMITHFIELD NORTH BENCH COMPANY
239 North 2nd East
Smithfield,, UT 84335

Mr. James L. Shupe
296 South 250 East
Hyde Park, UT 84319

Mr. Robert O. Cronquist
SrnithfieJ-d Canyon
Snithfield, UT 84335

SMITHFIELD IRRIGATION COMPANY
76 West 400 South
Smithfield, UT 94335

Cache Valley Chinchilla Corp.
Box 55
Smithfiel-d, UT 84335

Mr. Don T. Meikle
239 North 2nd East
Smithfield, UT 84335

l4r. Leo D. Perkes
LOGAN, HYDE PARK, SII{ITHFTELD
CANAI COMPANY
43 East First North
Hyde Park, UT 84318

Memorandum Decision this 14th day
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AGREEMENT

'HEREAS 
on February 15, 1979 Hyde park cicy fired irs Apprt-caEion for the R,i.gh! of-Exchange of'warer 

"iit 
-tnu-scaEe 

E";il;;,of che Scate of UEah;

'THEREAS 
on January 14, 1gg0 the srate Engineer granted thisExchange Appllcation;

wttEREAS on or abour March 10, 19go smichfierd rrrigarioncoropany, I urah Gorporarlon, filed ir" corfi"i;;-in DisEricc courrappealing the declelon of the Srate Ungineii; -

',{EREAS 
the parties destre to arnrcabry resorve their dLffer-ences:

It ls agreed:

. _ !yd. park City- agrees to encourage the nenbers of theBoard of Dlrecrora of.Lhe-Logan, Hyde earfi ."0--sriir,rierJ-cinir rotake such acrton ae-nttl rerf siabirizl-a"a-i;g;l;;. rhe froe, ofwarer fron rhe canat ro wheri ir rs used by irrE-sriitfi"rJ-iirii"_tlol cgmpany and the scate Eng-ineer agreelr to work cooperatlverywi.th the parcies involved to rrso herf,- srauiii;;-;"J-;6;;i;;;-;t"frow of rrrater frorn the canal so thar ltt p"iii"J i"""irr. rheirequitable share 9| *r?!9I,- parcicularly puisu"ni-coirr." order
Branced January r4,-r990. by the staEe-Eiginebr':tipon Hyae eartci Ey' s appl icar ron .for- chairge. rt ls 

""f"J"i"aiii"rt 
-.c 

tt,"- dc"t"Engineer cannot and wtrr noE nonltor thle .gi""f,"nt on a reguraror day to day basle.

^ . 2. Hyde park agrees co hrork cooperativery with the scateEngineer to ascerrarn and verlfy rhar'_rhe ;;;"iri;;'device wherewater from Logan Rtver enEers tlre canar ls operattig correccly andthat a fair eichange ie bein! toaJe "na the- parttes igree underreasonable ci.rc'rnstancea ro.iequesr that EhL s;;;; Englneerinspect such device and nonitoi rhe fairne;; ;;-;;"-exchange.
3. Hyde park agrees to instarr and malntain a measurrngdevlce approved by th.e state Engtneer and srnlthfieia rrrrgati.oncoropany, aE- or nelr .the polnc of rniection of the canal intosurnmlt creek ro furrher insure a faii ;i;li.;;";-"r,i"n approvalcannoE be unreasonably withheld.
4. Attached and lncorporat,ed tnto this Agreenent Ls thestatemenr and -agreenent of the Board of DlrectSi"-a"a presiJenc ofthe Logan, Hydb park and sntrhflerd canal r*rerein lii.y "g.". tocarry the water whtch is subJect of ct" excnang;. -'

5. lfhenever Hyde park cr.ry rs not using the r.0 cfs of eraterfrom.Blrch creek, (neaning the iryde park ctt| ieseivorr ts over-flowing), all erarer.overffowlng -from 
rhe upplr HtJ;'park CLEyreservotr shall be drverced roilard rhe Logih,-nii"-plir.--aii-3urrn_field canal as part of the exchange, even"tf'th6 overflow water isln excees of ttri anount of water in chts exchange (r.0 cfs), andshall be derivered fron che canar Td bt in" cif,"r'dorp..,y co rrre

9Ti:lfield rrrigarion coropany and irs roembers and sharehorders.
l!- 1: acknowredged Ehac the only overflow froru rhe regervorreoccurs- rron the upper reservoir. To provlde for circr.uuscanceswhere because of iliought or other unuiual ctrcursiances theexchalSg cannor be rupE so rhar snithfierJ i;;i;;;i;n corliny rsentitled to all or parc of- its originar. ri;h;-T;-Bircn ci..ei., -[yae
Park city agree' ro-tnstarr a rnetei, "T"; E"J i"c"-i"..r. so thaEwhatever portion of the-exchange cannot be rnetl the rraEer can bediverted from che Hyde park ciEy line inro Brrch creek. trrese--items wlll be instaired in as c6nvenient una accu""iut". rJcari<rnas possible ln Birch canyon based upon engineering recomroendac.ions.
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6. ttyde Park Gity agrees to provlde and rnaintain appropriate
measurlng devices where the water is takeo fron Blrch Creek so
that Snithfield Irrigacion Company can monitor Ehe quantity taken.

' 7. In consideraEion of chls Agreenent and ruutual Promisea of
the partiee, the pending appeal ln DtstricE Court of the State
Engineer'e award irf the-exchange applicacion shall be disnissed
wtEh preJudlce; provlded however, thie Ag1eery9ng and Disnissal of
said iawiuit strail in no way affect SnitFfield Irrigationrs right
to its water clalns and/or bhares and delivery thereof and also
pursuanc co Ehe provislons of che order-by,the State^Frglleer's
bfftce, dated January 14, 1980 and shall all remain in effecc and
any action to aforesaid righcs ls not hereby affecEed.

8. This Agreement ie eubject to aPProval of the Hyde Park
City vrater proJ-cc by the appropriate government agencles, which
Hyde Park City ls seeklng to obtain.

9. As and for the exchange of one second foot of ltater in
thts natter, Hyde Park City agrees and does tender and deliver to
Snlthfield Irrigation Company 55 shares of water stock tn the
Logan North Fleld Irrigation Company, the water repreeented-by
such shares to be delivered through the Logan Hyde Park, Snith-
field Canal. Hyde Park CiEy agrees to pay !h9 _water €Issessmencs
on said shares of scock co the Logan Noruh Field lrrigation Com-
pany on an annual basis and Eo keep Che same currenE. commencing
in igAZ, Hyde park City agrees to pay the \.racer assessmencs on the
25 shares bf stock in the-Logan Norchern Irrigation company refer-
red to ln thaE AgreemenE daEed January 22, 1935 becween Sroithfield
Irrigatlon Conpany and Hyde Park Town.

10. The Scate Engineer's Memorandum Decislon dated January
14, 1980 ls hereby lncorporated by reference into this Agreenent.

I 1. To simplify neasurernent and provide for monltorlng ehac
can be handled by any of the Parcies to this Agreenent, Ehe State
Englneer,g officL agiegg to provide a chart-showing-the^percentage
oiflow and amount of flow whlch the Snlthfield lrrlgatton Coupany
should be receivlng purauanE to Eh18 exchange 80 that they caa
easlly monltor wheEnlr or not the exchange is being acconplished.

. ,,1

DATED cnLs 2426ay of November, 1981.

SMITHFIELD IRRIGATION COI.,IPANY

ATTEST:

^-X-;-"- e*L
Secretary

HYDE PARK CITY

Approved aa to form and receipt of a copy acknowledged this
diy of Novenber, 1981.

By
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lf Based on rhe stipulared Motion for Disrnissar, the above-
tl;lcapcioned natter hereby is dismLssed with prejudice.
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ArronNEY Gnxnn'lr'
STATE OF UTAH

DATE: March 3, 1982
t/'

to: i{.1r, Green, Directing i\i:Propriations Bnqi"?:: --Michael Turnipseed, r\orthern Utah Area Engrneer

FROI"I: Dallin W. Jensen, Assistant Attorney C'eneral

RE: X; 4Hansen' et ar"

Attachecisacopyoftheor.derdismissingtheabove-
entitled acti-on which has the effect of affirming the Decision

crf the s.La.te Engineer approving ltxchange Apprication No' 1428'

P;rrt rrf this settlement included an AgreemenE beLween the par-

ties reiating to the collection of certain infornration ancl the

distribution of water between the smithf ield Irrigation corc'pany

andFlyd.ePa::kC-ity.AfullyexecutedcopyofthatAgreetnerrt
j.sattachedheretoandshouldbeattachecltoyourfileonthis
matter. r assume the Logan Area office will carry out portions

of the Agreement invotving tlte State Engineer '

cc: Dee C- Halrsen, State Engineer
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Nahrral Resource Agenctes
Sultc 3OO

1656 West North TemPIe

S'alt Lake CltY, Utrh 841 16

(8Or) 5S{t-44{6

DavrDL. WU,mVSOrc
ATTORNEYGBNERAL

PAIILM.TINreR
DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL
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